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FCC Mail Room
Comments In Response to Localism Notice of Proposed RulemllklnD
MB Dooket No. 04-233

I submtt the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaklng (the
'NPRM'), released Jan. 24, 2008, In MB Docket No. 04-233.

","y new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment righle. A number of
proposals d1scuslled in the NPRM, If enacted, would do so - and rnust not be adopted.

(1) .Th~!i'9C~ustnot force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who dotfOl'shlire their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would Impose such
uncon8lilullonal mandstes. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face Increased harassment, complainle anq.~en loss ot license for ch.oosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing Incompatible ViewpointS to shape their programming. The First
AmendT1lMtpro;,ilfItsgovernment, including the FCC. from dictating wnat viewpoints abroadcastElr,

particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must ngl turn every radio station into a public forum wihere anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requiremenle would do 80 - even If a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids Imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC rnust ngl force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dicteted by any government agency - ilOd
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitullonally-prglecled editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a l'wo-tiered renewal system In which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposad mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgete, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yel, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by reqUiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio loeation choices.
Raising coats with these proposals would force selVice cutbacks - and curtailed service Is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments In Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaklng
MB Docket No. 04·233

FCC Mail Room
I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the

"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government. including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster. must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any govemment agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced What programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long. expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments In Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulernaklng
MB Docket No. 04·233

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

RECENEO &INSPEC1EO \

MA't 0 6 2008

uFCa8~M~U=\OOM

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especielly religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would Impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shepe their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every redio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected ed~orial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller marltat secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller marltet broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs ~h these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtsiled service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconst'ltutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face Increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences. rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particuiarlya religious broadcaster, must present.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal applicaflon processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review ot certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.



Comments In Response to localism Nollce of Proposed Rulemaklng
MB Docket No. 04-233

RECEIVED &INSPECTED

MAY 0 6 Z008

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed RWeidml~Ilft~~1L::R~O-!..O~M~
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, In MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religiOUS broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would Impose such
unconstitutional mandates. ReligiOUS broadcasters who resiSt advice from those Who don't share their
values could face Increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than alloWing incompatible viewpOints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
partiCUlarly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids Imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electriCity flowing is often a challenge. yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs With these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
pubiiC interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rUles, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed RuJemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233
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submit i e following comments in res onse to the localism Notice of Proposed R

"NPRM"). released Jan. , in MB Docket No. 04-

RECEIVED &INSPECTEDl
I

MAY 0 62008 I

- ~ILROOM I
An ew olicies or rocedures must not violate First Amendment ri hts. A number of

proposals discussed in the NPRM if enacted WQU do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, es iall reI' ious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. e RM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment rohibits overnment, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, mus presen.

(2) The FCC must not turn eve radio station into a public forum where an one and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access reqUiremen s wou 0 so even I a religious broadcaster
consclenllously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion. -

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not property dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

Address /V1o..h........J, rc.

Signature

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposalS would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest. C LI two r..c.lc Sh-:Ii~nS
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking MAY 0 6 Z008
MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Pre of~tM~I.Iol( 10M
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased ~arassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed pUblic access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio iocation choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adc::>t rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the following eommenls in response 10 Ihe Localism Notice of Pr
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

RECEIVED &INSPECTED

MAY 0 6 2008

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing Incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed RUI~Iif::,~4 tOD6
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. ail f1,

Oorn
Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of

proposals discussed In the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must oot force raoo slat\ons, espedally rerrgious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license For choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, induding the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed pUblic access requirements would do SO - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message deliVery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, espe<:ially religi= programming, ',s not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the COmmissioners themselVes WOUld amount to coerCion ot
religious broaclcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is otten a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further .
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requmng
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by furth<lr~~-., \oc>\\\on ,,1-."'.,.....
Raising costs with these proposalS would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service IS contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

I submij the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Ru
"NPRM"l, released Jan. 24, 2008, In MB Docket No. 04-233.

RECEIVED &INSPECTED

MAY 0 6 2008 I
I

FCC-MAILROOM I
Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not VIolate First Amendment nghts. A number of

proposals discussed In the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1 1 The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take adVice from
people who do not share thelf values. The NPRM's proposed adVISOry board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist adVIce from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow thelf own
consciences, rather than allowing Incompatible Viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits govemment, including the FCC, from dictating what ViewpOints a broadcaster,
particularly a religiOUS broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to alf time. Proposed public access l'9quirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making Information. The chOice
of programming, especially religious programming, IS not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs wouid intrude on
constitutionally-protected editonal chOices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system In which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to thelf beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broedcesters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flOWing IS often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requlflng
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public Interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or poliCies discussed above.
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MB DOCKET NO. 04-233,
COMMENTS IN RESPONSE TO LOCALISM
NOTICE OF PROPOSED RULEMAKING
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FCC-MAILROOM

TO FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSIONS:

WE LIVE IN A FREE AMERICA, THAT WE CAN CHOOSE HOW WE LOVE OUR GOD,

WORSHIP OUR GOD, AND LIVE FOR OUR. THAT IS SUPPOSED TO BE ONE OF THE REASON'S

WHY OUR TROOPS ARE FIGHTING FOR US TODAY. AMERICA WAS MADE AND FOUNDED

BY GOD IN THE BEGINNING. GOD HAS GIVEN US A FREEDOM AS WELL TO CHOOSE HIM OR

NOT. NO ONE IS SUPPOSE TO MAKE THAT CHOICE. K-LOVE RADIO STATION IS WORKING

FOR THE PURPOSE OF GOD, SAVING LIVE'S, LOVING LIVES, AND CARING FOR THEM. IN

THIS WORLD THERE IS NO ONE THAT CARE'S FOR YOU. IT IS A COLD AND EVIL WORLD.

K-LOVE IS A LIGHT IN THIS WORLD THAT KEEP'S PEOPLE FROM DOING EVIL. WE NEED

MORE RADIO STATION'S LIKE THIS. WITHOUT GOD THERE WILL BE MORE CHAOS IN THIS

WORLD. THAT'S WHY K-LOVE RADIO STATION, AS WELL AS ALL THE OTHER CHRISTIAN

RADIO STATION'S ARE SO IMPORTANT. PLEASE SAVE THE CHRISTIAN RADIO STATION'S.

WITH LOVE,

DANIELLE IC HAILI
408 TODD AVE
HILO,HI 96720
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RECEIVED &INSPECTED ,
Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 6 2008 \
MB Docket No. 04-233 MAY 0

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed R 1~~.lNt~LROOM \
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. ....\..1

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrUde on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.

Date

3 200 ~'/-JgrtiJY.l fd /1<fJt1Ol. 0 Ie.. 750 0:5
Address

Name

Phone

Title (if any)

Organization (if any)

II

No. of Copies rac'd 0
UstABCDE

--------

-



Comments In Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaklng
MB Docket No. 04-233

I submn the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, inclUding the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objecls to the message.. The First Amendment forbids imposnion of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not property dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who prodUced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protecled editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgels, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the eleclricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

RECEIVED &INSPECTED

MAY 0 6 2008
I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of ProPOSE ~ Rulemaking (the

"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. FCC-MAILROOM
Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment riglll~. "number of

proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particulariy a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requiremems wouid do so - eVen if Ci reli!J1ous ui"OaGCastei
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would .intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

Signature

~OSl4Hltl kr rSC h
Name

~ ort.cerYle) (!,'*jtlt /
Title (if any)

Organization (if any)

Phone

No. of Copias rElC'd 0
UstABCDE



Comments in ResflQnse to Localism Notice of Proposed R.lllerrtaking
Me Docket No. 04·233

\ RECENED &INSPECTED

MAY 0 62008

FCC-MAILROOM

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
"NPRM"), released Jan, 24, 2008, in MB Docket No, 04-233,

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate Firet Amendment righte. A number of
proposals discussed In the NPF~M, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted,

(1) The FCC must not ,I'orce radio stations, especially religious broadcastera, to lake advice from
people who do not share their values, The NPRM'sproposed advisory board proposals would Impose such
unconstitutional mandates, Religious l)l'oadeastera who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and, even loss of license for choosing to, follow their own
conscienceS. rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming, The First
Amendment prohibits govemme,nt, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC myst not 'tum every ,adio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time, Proposed pUblic access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The Firat Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making Information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency ,- and
proposals to force rePDrtlng on .such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certeln licensees would be
auton1stically barred from routine renewal application processing, The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of appllcents by the Commissioners themselves would amou~t to coercion of
religious broadcast?rs. Those whc stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal procaedings,

(5) Many Christlan broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is offen a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcastera, by substantially raising coets in two ways: (a) by requiring
!Staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further res.tricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force seNice ct1tbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, proeadur"" or policies discussed above,
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